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This amendment is responsive to 
27, 2005. Claims 1-6 and 8-22 were pres 
and have been rejected. All independent 



the£ 



entfei 



currently amended. Support for these amendi 
originally filed. For example, see Fig. 1 suidii 
through page 6, line 15, discussed on page 1 
are canceled. No claims are added. Thus, cl) 
The Office Action states that thede cl 



search has been performed. Claims 1-6 and 8 I are Rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as 



being anticipated by Sudia et al (U.S. Paltehf 

* i 

rejection is the same as the last rejectionJbasfe 
found. The rejection is respectfully traversed 

independent claims are not disclosed or siggfe 

. I. 
■ h 

Consider currently amended claim 1 :[; 

L 

In a node operative within a network jb 
performing cryptographic-related functio ns, o 
program at the node which is not highly secuh 



cryptographic-related processing; generating 
based on the input, the message representing^ 

processing by a cryptographic processing cc?hBbpent\located within the node: 



transmitting the message to the cryptographic 
cryptographic-related processing by the 
added.) 
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ibe Action 1 having a mailing date of June 
■<oir examination in this RCE application 
i namely claims 1, 5, 9, 13, 14 and 22, are 
itts can be found in the application as 
$pecjfication s at least page 5, line 18 

in; bo new matter is added. No claims 
s 1-6- and 8-22 are pending. 
Is have been re-examined and a further 



1 The Office Action may contain a number of stat jmeiil 
claims which Applicants may not expressly identify hfei 
statement is identified herein, Applicants do not ajutort 
statement 



825,880; hereinafter Sudia). This 
on Sudia, implying that no better art was 
| ciause all claim elements of the 
*i by Sudia, for the following reasons. 



I \ plurality of nodes, a method for 
prising: executing an application 
j-eceiving an input requiring 
fessage via the application program 
\ pf a predefined set of messages for 



messing component; and performing the 
phid processing component. (Emphasis 



i 

I 



hpractferizing the cited references and/or the 

Regardless of whether or not any such 
ally subscribe to, or acquiesce in , any such 



] t 
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Claim 1 calls for, interalia, (1) executing 
highly secured and (2) processing a 
cryptographic processing component 



messag 



locii 



disclose or suggest executing an appli 
secured while processing a message by a 
within that node. The Office Action, pagje 
<4 within the node" processing. Although 
the contrary, this section calls for a highfy 



catiojj program 



at a node which is not highly 
©graph c processing component located 
|r$fers to Sudia, col. 7, lines 53-65 to show 
processing, arguendo, may be shown, to 
fl ifcijrg environment . It says: "Although less 



mess a] 



uidi; 



l recite 



preferred, the signing device 39 and 
tasks on a single computer in a hizhly 
Emphasis added.) 

Therefore, Sudia does not disclos^ 
teaches processing a message generated 
processing component within the node, 
environment while Applicants* claim 
words, for a message processed by a cryp|t< 
which also executes an application program 
secure, but in Sudia it is highly secure, 
the claimed combination including Appl: 
an application program at the node which 
requiring cryptographic-related 
program based on the input, the message 



I S; server 47 could be implemented as separate 
seAtm geHvironj nent ?* (col. 7, lines 62-65, 



lie; 
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i implication program at a node that isn V 
generated from the application program by a 
within tpe node . But, Sudia does not 



4 



processin bfetjeratinj ; 



suggest 



qpQflri: tpe 
those 



thfet its 



n 5de i 



tphic 
Si Appl 



Irdied, Sudia 



relenting 



claim I because to the extent it 
application program by a cryptographic 
conditions it calls for a highly secure 
is not highly secured. In other 
component located within a node 

* claim, that node is not highly 
does not disclose or suggest at least 
|$ executing and generating steps: "executing 
[dt highl j[ secured; receiving an input 
a message via the application 
one of a predefined set of messages 



icants* 
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for processing by a cryptographic processii 
recited in claim 1 . 

With further reference to claim 1, t] 



in 



secured because the node contains || 
perform cryptographic related proo 
public/private keys.]" 

J 



The undersigned representative telephone^ 
respect to obtaining a clarification of this 
this language is interpreted to mean that a 
be secured to some extent. Applicants agr$| 
interpretation, however, which Applicants 
amendment, is now certainly irrelevant bed| 
highly secured." Furthermore, the last seni 
the cites of col. 3, lines 28-29 and coL 7, li 
server 47 is separate from signing device 
e.g., in column 7, line 23, and not when si 
implemented on a single computer as desc 
respectfully submitted that that last sentcn 
amended claim 1 which calls for processin 
located within the same node that is execui 



@013 
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component located within the node" as 



i 



|ffice Action, page 3 states: 



"[(col. 3, lines 28-29 and col 7f lines 33-34) A 'node which need not be 
highly secured 5 can broadly interprf ja|[a nod<; that involves some kind of 
security which does not mean the nf c fijjpr the isnvironment is unprotected. The 
limitation 'not to be highly secured! < (ojjj&s not read the same as a node is not 
secured or unprotected. Hence, Su|l i ^| network includes a node that is not highly 

in| kind j>f protection when it is requested to 
|i|g suct^ as the signing device involving 



cjipxaminer on August 16, 2005 with 
iqjL Actic n language. As best understood, 
whicli need not be highly secured can still 

• i 

w |th thatj logical interpretation. That 
i jive wa| irrelevant even prior to the current 
| currently amended claim 1 recites "is not 

r I 

;c| in the! above-quoted language, as well as 

[3-34 dire discussing Sudia operation when 

\' - 

^|showr , e.g., in Fig. 2, and as described, 

i tig devic ; 39 and message server 47 are 

j | : 

: bc|in colimn 7, lines 62-65. Therefore, it is 
is$atlso irrelevant to Applicants' currently 

jji; 

ir 

y|a cryptographic processing component 

!' 

e application program. 
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Applicants* amendment language, 
by the application as originally filed. For 
lines 1-3, it discusses the nodes 110, 120, 
140 and network 150 comprising Applicj 
be any type of computer device. Forexj 
personal computer, a laptop, a personal dij 
connection to network 150." Clearly, thesi 
claimed subject matter can be implement* 
e.g., people using a laptop or a PDA do nol 



.t&e node is not highly secured" is supported 
iple, in Applicants' specification, page 6, 
ho of Fig. 1 , such nodes along with server 
As stated therein, those nodes can 
, las disposed therein, those nodes can be "a 



system 



temples 



themselves with their laptop or PDA ins id due [vault fior security purposes before 



operating their laptop or PDA. Far to the i 
virtually all public spaces such as, for exa 
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assistant (PDA) or a similar device with a 



; of nodes from which Applicants' 
te|inot usgd in a highly secure environment - 

lj : J 
ii • 

!■ ■ ; 

sjt find t leir way to a * Vault" and then place 



itrary, laptops and PDA's are used in 

ji j 

.cjj airporas, airplanes, trains and train 



stations, buses and bus depots, taxis, hotel J||bjj>ies, corporate business environments, etc. 
Therefore, Applicants' specification as oris filed clearly supports the notion that the 
4< nodes" of its system are used without thd|||eijrig hig lly secured, as recited in amended 
claim 1. 

" [; i 

qhal computers and the like are operated in 
; station br authorizing agents. The human 

!i i 

v6rk in ielatively unsecured areas at desk- 



Sudia itself reinforces the fact that i 
unsecured areas. "Fig. 3 illustrates a worls 
operators who act as authorizing agents ma 
top [personal] computers or terminals 51 
column 8, lines 20-23, Emphasis added.) 

It is respectfully submitted that Sue 
not disclose or suggest at least the claimed j 



;alh 



y found in a business office." (Sudia, 



fdcjjes not 



Ii 
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ibinaticin including Applicants* executing 



09/19/05 MON 13:49 FAX 9727183946 



r 



and generating steps: "executing an appfi 
secured : receiving an input requiring cryp 
message via the application program bas& 
a predefined set of messages for processbi 
located within the node " as recited in clai 
added.) MPEP § 2131 states that to antici] 
element of the claim. Since at least these 
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Soil progi am at the node which is not highly 



for reasons stated above. (Emphasis 

I 

fe a clair i, the reference must teach every 

ft fim; elem aits are not taught by Sudia, it is 

J " ' 

respectfully requested that the rejection of I ai(n 1 un der 35 USC § 102(b) be withdrawn 



and the claim allowed. 

The other independent claims 5, 9, 
where each independent claim contains a 
(i.e., equivalent to the node which perfo; 
not highly secured. Therefore, the other ir 
allowable for reasons similar to those give 

It is respectfully submitted that cia 
dependent from claim 5, claims 10-12 dop 
dependent from claim 14 are also allowab 
dependencies from allowable base claims, 
independently allowable because they reci|] 
suggested by Sudia as detailed in a previo 
reasons need not be repeated here. 

Therefore, in view of the foregoih; 
independent and dependent claims are alii 



j! jraphic-r slated processing; generating a 



>y 



hie ovei 

j; ^ 
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|n Jhe inp ut, the message representing one of 



a cry ptographic processing component 



}, 14 and 22 have been similarly amended, 
il|ir limitation relating to its equivalent node 
Ni methfcd of Applicants' claim 1) that it is 
^pfendent claims are urged to be likewise 
ibOve. 

i-4 dependent from claim 1, claims 6 and 8 
Bent fror i claim 9, and claims 15-21 
ab least i or reasons based on their 
iirtherm< re, these dependent claims are 
(Mition&l features not disclosed or 

J , 

):e^ponse dated June 29, 2004, where those 



respe ctfully submitted that all 



cited reference Sudia 
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COlfr lUl fclON 



In view of the foregoing amending 
request withdrawal of the outstanding rejec 
application. ji 

To the extent necessary, a petition! 
1.136 is hereby made. Please charge any;fe 
filing of this paper, including extension oJf 
please credit any excess fees to such dep^> 



Date: September 19, 2005 

Verizon Corporate Services Group Inc. 

600 Hidden Ridge Drive 

Mail Code HQE03H14 

Irving, Texas 75038 

(972) 718-4800 

CUSTOMER NO. 32127 
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a$d rerqarks, the Applicants respectfully 
n£ and Ijie timely allowance of this 



! aft extei sion of time under 37 CF.R. § 
idrtftjge in fees due in connection with the 
Deposit Account 07-2347 and 



J 



fees, 
count 

i 

.1 

Ipectf illy submitted, 
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